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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 21-26, and 28-40 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 25, 28-29. and 31 are reiected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wu et al. (US Patent No.: 6.480.581. hereinafter "Wu") in view 
of Smith et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 6.480.581. hereinafter. "Smith"). 

Regarding claim 25 , Wu teaches a method, comprising: 
detecting, in an audio signal in an Internet telephony device (see figure 1 , 
Internet telephone adapter device 1 1a, a multi-frequency ring signal (DTMF signal, 
col. 4, In. 52-54), said multi-frequency ring signal being indicative of and corresponding to 
an incoming call in an audio input signal in an Internet telephony device (see coL4, ln.1- 
67). 

It should be noticed that Wu fails to teach automatically sending an output signal 
to a first output device distinct from a second output device when said multi-frequency 
ring signal corresponding to an incoming call is detected, and othenA^ise sending said 
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audio input signal to said second output device. However, Smith teaches automatically 
sending an output signal to a first output device (see figure 1, telephone 13) distinct 
from a second output device (see figure 1, PC 15a) when said multi-frequency ring 
signal corresponding to an incoming call is detected (see figure 1, figure 2, coL7, ln.1- 
35, the processor 48 will detect the type of incoming call, if it is a voice call then the 
processor 48 will route the call to the telephone 13. If the incoming call is data call then 
the processor 48 will route it to the PC 15a), and otherwise sending said audio input 
signal to said second output device (If the incoming call is data call then processor 48 
will route it to the PC 15a). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Smith into view of Wu in 
order to automatically determine the communication type of an incoming call as 
suggested by Wu at col.l, ln.65-68, col.2, ln.1-2. 

Regarding claim 28, Wu further teaches the method wherein the signal 
corresponding to an incoming call is packet (see col. 4, ln.20). 

Regarding claim 29, Wu further teaches the method wherein the output signal is 
a tone signal (see coL2, In. 52-55). 

Regarding claim 31 Wu teaches an Internet telephony device, comprising: 

an input device constructed and adapted to receive an audio input signal (see 
figure 1, figure 2, Internet telephone adapter 11a, RJ 11 207 for receiving the input 
audio, col. 3, ln.50-60) and 
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the circuitry constructed and adapted to analyze said audio input signal (see 
figure 2, col. 3, ln,43-67), wherein said circuitry is constructed and adapted to detect in 
said audio input signal a multi-frequency signal indicative of an incoming call (see figure 

1, figure 2. col.4, In. 1-67, DTMF). 

It should be noticed that Wu fails to teach a first output device and a second 
output device distinct from the first output device, and selecting and automatically 
sending an output signal to a first output device distinct from a second output device 
when said multi-frequency ring signal corresponding to an incoming call is detected, and 
otherwise sending said audio input signal to said second output device. However, 
Smith teaches a first output device (see figure 1, telephone 13) and a second output 
device (see figure 1 , PC 1 5a) distinct from the first output device, and selecting and 
automatically sending an output signal to a first output device (see figure 1 , telephone 
13) distinct from a second output device (see figure 1, PC 15a) when said multi- 
frequency ring signal corresponding to an incoming call is detected (see figure 1, figure 

2, col. 7, In. 1-35, the processor 48 will detect the type of incoming call, if it is a voice call 
then the processor 48 will route the call to the telephone 1 3. If the incoming call is data 
call then the processor 48 will route it to the PC 15a), and otherwise sending said audio 
input signal to said second output device (If the incoming call is data call then processor 
48 will route it to the PC 15a). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Smith into view of Wu in 
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order to automatically determine the communication type of an incoming call as 
suggested by Wu at col.1 , ln.65-68, col.2, In. 1-2. 

4. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wu 
et al. (US Patent No,: 6.480,581. hereinafter "Wu") in view of Smith et al. (U.S. 
Patent No.: 6.480.581. hereinafter, "Smith") as applied to claim 25 above, and 
further in view of Greaves (U.S. Patent No.: 5,408.529). 

Regarding claim 26, Wu and Smith, in combination, fails to teach the multi- 
frequency ring signal comprises the range 520 Hz and 3250 Hz signals. However, 
Greaves teaches the frequency ranges from 697 Hz to 1633 Hz, one ordinary skill in the 
art should recognize that by changing the value of the frequency ranges as claimed 
would not involve any inventive feature, since it is just a matter of selecting the value of 
the frequency ranges in order to meet the filtering characteristic of the particular 
frequency band. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Greaves, into view of Wu 
and Smith in order to avoid the problem of speech interference as suggested by 
Greaves at column 1 , lines 60-65. 
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5. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wu 
et al. (US Patent No.: 6,480,581, hereinafter "Wu") in view of Smith et aL (U.S. 
Patent No.: 6,480.581, hereinafter, "Smith") as applied to claim 25 above, and 
further in view of Moganti (U.S. Patent No.: 6,229.878), 

Regarding claim 30, Wu and Smith, in combination, fails to clearly teach the 
method wherein the output signal is an announcement. However, Moganti teaches 
such features (see col. 3, In. 10-43). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Moganti, into view of Wu 
and Smith in order to notify the user that he/she has the incoming calls. 

6. Claims 21-22. 24, 32-33, and 35 are reiected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wu et al. (US Patent No.: 6,480.581. hereinafter. "Wu") in view 
of Greaves (U.S. Patent No.: 5,408.529) and further in view of Smith et al. (U.S. 
Patent No.: 6.480,581, hereinafter. "Smith"). 

Regarding claims 21 and 24 , Wu teaches a circuit for automatically notifying a 
user of an Internet telephony device (see figure 1 , Internet telephone adapter 1 1a) of an 
incoming telephone call based on the presence of a plurality of certain frequencies 
indicative of a multi-frequency ring signal in an audio signal (DTMF signal, col. 4, ln.52- 
54). 

It should be noticed that Wu fails to teach a plurality of frequency filters (i.e., 
band pass filter), one for each of said plurality of certain frequencies, and each filter 
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constructed and adapted to detect a different one of the plurality of certain frequencies, 
a plurality of switches, one for each of said plurality of frequency filters, each connected 
to a different one of said plurality of frequency filters. However, Greaves teaches such 
features (see figure 9, BPF 210, 211, switches 232, 230, 240, 242, col. 12, In. 1-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Greaves, into view of Wu in 
order to avoid the problem of speech interference as suggested by Greaves at column 
1, lines 60-65. 

Wu and Greaves, in combination, fails to teaches a device including a first output 
device and a second output device distinct from the first output device, and selecting 
and automatically sending an output signal to a first output device distinct from a second 
output device when said multi-frequency ring signal corresponding to an incoming call is 
detected, and otherwise sending said audio input signal to said second output device. 
However, Smith teaches a device including a first output device (see figure 1 , telephone 
13) and a second output device (see figure 1, PC 15a) distinct from the first output 
device, and selecting and automatically sending an output signal to a first output device 
(see figure 1, telephone 13) distinct from a second output device (see figure 1, PC 15a) 
when said multi-frequency ring signal corresponding to an incoming call is detected (see 
figure 1 , figure 2, col. 7, In. 1 -35, the processor 48 will detect the type of incoming call, if 
it is a voice call then the processor 48 will route the call to the telephone 1 3. If the 
incoming call is data call then the processor 48 will route it to the PC 15a), and 
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otherwise sending said audio input signal to said second output device (If the incoming 
call is data call then processor 48 will route it to the PC 15a). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Smith into view of Wu and 
Greaves in order to automatically determine the communication type of an incoming call 
as suggested by Wu at col.1, ln.65-68, col. 2, In. 1-2. 

Regarding claim 22, Greaves further teaches the circuit wherein the one or 
more plurality of frequency filters are comprises bandpass band pass filters (see figure 
9, BPF210, 211, switches 232, 230, 240, 242, col.12, ln.1-67). 

Regarding claim 32, Greaves further teaches plurality of switches are 
connected in series (see figure 9, switch 230 is closed at 221, switch is closed at 221 ). 

Regarding claim 33, Greaves fails to teach the multi-frequency ring signal 
comprises the range 520 Hz and 3250 Hz signals. However, Greaves teaches the 
frequency ranges from 697 Hz to 1633 Hz, one ordinary skill in the art should recognize 
that by changing the value of the frequency ranges as claimed would not involve any 
inventive feature, since it is just a matter of selecting the value of the frequency ranges 
in order to meet the filtering characteristic of the particular frequency band. 

Regarding claim 35, Greaves further teaches said step of detecting comprises: 
detecting the presence of at least two distinct simultaneous frequencies for a duration 
indicative of said ring signal (see figure 4). 
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7. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wu 
et al. (US Patent No,: 6,480,581, hereinafter "Wu") in view of Greaves (U.S. Patent 
No.: 5,408,529) and further in view of Smith et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 6,480,581, 
hereinafter, "Smith") as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Hanson 
(U.S. Patent No.: 4.227,055). 

Regarding claim 23, Wu, Greaves, and Smith, in combination, fails to teach one 
or more a plurality of capacitors, one for each of said plurality of frequency filters, for 
filtering noise in said audio input signal to prevent false detects of incoming telephone 
calls. However, Hanson teaches such features (see figure 2, filter 202-1 , capacitor 205- 
1)- 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Hanson, into view of Wu, 
Greaves, and Smith avoid the problem of speech interference as suggested by Greaves 
at column 1, lines 60-65. 

8. Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wu 
et al. (US Patent No.: 6,480,581, hereinafter, "Wu") in view of Greaves (U.S. Patent 
No.: 5,408,529) and further in view of Smith et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 6,480,581. 
hereinafter, "Smith") as applied to claim 24 above, and further in view of Moqanti 
(U.S. Patent No.: 6,229,878). 
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Regarding claim 34, Wu, Greaves, and Smith, in combination, fails to clearly 
teach the method wherein the output signal is an announcement. However, Moganti 
teaches such features (see coL3, In. 10-43). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Moganti, into view of Wu, 
Greaves, and Smith in order to notify the user that he/she has the incoming calls. 

9. Claims 37-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wu et al. (US Patent No.: 6.480,581. hereinafter "Wu") in view of Greaves 
(U.S. Patent No.: 5.408.529) and further in view of Smith et al, (U.S. Patent No.: 
6.480.581. hereinafter, "Smith") as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Brown (US Patent No.: 5.822.406). 

Regarding claims 37-38, Wu, Greaves, and Smith, in combination, fails to teach 
the first output device is a speaker and the second output device is a headset. 
However, Brown teaches (see figure 2, 3, 14, SPK/HS*, relay 216, speaker 220, 
headset 223, coL4, ln.21-40, col.6, ln.3-19, col.7, 1n.35-52, colli. In. 12-25), 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Brown into view of Wu, 
Greaves, and Smith in order to select a different modes according to the personal 
preferences of individual users as suggested by Brown at col. 2, In. 10-1 3. 
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10. Claims 39-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wu et al, fUS Patent No.: 6.480,581. hereinafter. "Wu") in view of Smith et al. 
(U.S. Patent No.: 6.480,581. hereinafter. "Smith") as applied to claim 25 above, 
and further in view of Brown (US Patent No,: 5.822.406). 

Regarding claims 39-40, Wu and Smith, in combination, fails to teach the first 
output device is a speaker and the second output device is a headset. However, Brown 
teaches (see figure 2, 3, 14, SPK/HS*, relay 216, speaker 220, headset 223, col. 4, 
ln.21-40, coL6, ln.3-19, coL7, 1n.35-52, colli. In. 12-25). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Brown into view of Wu and 
Smith in order to select a different modes according to the personal preferences of 
individual users as suggested by Brown at col. 2, In. 10-1 3. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 1 . Claim 36 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

1 2. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan A. Pham whose telephone number is 

(571 ) 272-8097. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 
8:30 AM-5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Anderson can be reached on (571) 272-4177. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 09/777,350 



Page 13 



Art Unit: 2618 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
you have question on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Art Unit 2618 Supervisory Patent Examiner 
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